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We predict the existence of anisotropic spin-transfer torque effect in textured altermagnets. To
this end, we generalize the Zhang-Li torque to incorporate the symmetry associated with prototypical
d-wave altermagnets and identify the spin-splitter adiabatic and nonadiabatic torques. Applying our
results to domain wall dynamics induced by spin-transfer torque, we find that, in certain regimes,
the spin-splitter adiabatic torque can induce domain wall precession, significantly slowing down
domain wall motion. The response of the domain wall also becomes anisotropic, reflecting the d-
wave symmetry of the altermagnet. Furthermore, we observe that the spin-splitter adiabatic torque
modifies skyrmion dynamics, inducing anisotropic skyrmion Hall effect. The above phenomena can
serve as a hallmark of altermagnetism in textured magnets, distinguishing it from the behavior of
ordinary antiferromagnets.

Recently, a new class of materials, termed altermag-
nets, has received substantial attention due to poten-
tial spintronics applications [1–5]. These materials can
potentially combine the advantages of antiferromagnets,
such as fast dynamics, with new features of altermagnets
such as the d/g/i-wave splitting appearing in the non-
relativistic band structure [6]. For applications relying
on spin-orbit torques [7], these materials offer unconven-
tional torque contributions that arise even without spin-
orbit interactions due to the spin-splitter effect [8–11]. In
addition, altermagnets are predicted to exhibit the crys-
tal anomalous Hall effect [12, 13] and anisotropic magnon
bands with lifted degeneracy [14, 15]. The textures in
altermagnets also exhibit unconventional behavior, man-
ifested in magnetization arising in a magnetic domain
wall, which in turn leads to an anisotropic Walker break-
down [16].

The above suggests that various effects characteris-
tic to antiferromagnetic textures can be revisited in the
context of altermagnets. The spin-transfer torque of
the Zhang-Li form [17] appears in textured antiferro-
magnets, as has been established some time ago [18–
21]. Spin-transfer torque can be used to control both
skyrmion dynamics [22–24] and domain wall dynam-
ics [20, 25] in antiferromagnets. A peculiar feature of
current-driven skyrmions in antiferromagnets is the ab-
sence of the skyrmion Hall effect [22, 24], which can be
attributed to the cancellation of the topological charge
of two sublattices. Fast motion of domain walls in an-
tiferromagnets has been predicted due to the absence of
the Walker breakdown [26, 27]. Domain walls in mag-
netoelectric antiferromagnets [28] and ferrimagnets [29]
exhibit domain wall precession, associated with oscilla-
tions between the Néel and Bloch types of domain walls.

In this paper, we identify the spin-splitter adiabatic
and nonadiabatic torques and study their effects on mag-
netic textures in altermagnets (see Fig. 1). To this end,
using symmetry considerations, we establish the form of
the spin-splitter torques in d-type altermagnets and then
incorporate these torques into the Lagrangian formalism.
We find that the current-induced dynamics of magnetic
textures is substantially modified in altermagnets. In

FIG. 1. Schematics of the spin-transfer and spin-splitter ef-
fects in altermagnets, where the two sublattices are repre-
sented as two layers and the current direction is aligned with
the altermagnetic order (Θ = 0). The spin-transfer effect
corresponds to spin currents flowing in the same direction
in both layers, while the spin-splitter effect corresponds to
spin currents flowing in opposite directions in the two lay-
ers. We illustrate the directions of the forces induced on a
skyrmion in the two sublattices by the adiabatic and nonadi-
abatic spin-transfer torques (STT-A and STT-NA) as well as
the adiabatic and nonadiabatic spin-splitter torques (SST-A
and SST-NA), which result in the skyrmion Hall effect.

particular, we find that the adiabatic spin-splitter torque
induces precession of the domain wall, which in turn
slows down the domain wall motion for certain direc-
tions of the charge current. For the current-induced dy-
namics of skyrmions, we find that the spin-splitter adi-
abatic torque induces a large Magnus force, enabling
the skyrmion Hall effect and much faster dynamics of
skyrmions compared to the effects of conventional spin-
transfer torques in atiferromagnets.
Model and methods. – Following Ref. [16], we define

the Free energy of altermagnet as

H = d×
∫ [

HexMsm
2/2 +A(∂αn)

2 (1)

+ B(∂xm · ∂xn− ∂ym · ∂yn)−HanMsn
2
z

]
d2r,

where n = (M1 − M2)/2 is the Néel field and m =
(M1+M2)/2 is the magnetization, both defined in terms
of the sublattice magnetizations, d is the thickness of
a quasi-two-dimensional film, the antiferromagnetic ex-
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change and anisotropy fields are described by Hex and
Han respectively, A describes the strength of antiferro-
magnetic exchange stiffness, B describes the strength of
altermagnetic interaction, and Ms is the volume satu-
ration magnetization (note that axes are rotated by 45
degrees relative to the convention in [16]). The dynam-
ics of the magnetic texture can be described using the
Lagrangian:

L = d×
∫

Ms

γ
m · (ṅ× n)d2r −H, (2)

where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio. In some cases, we also
consider the effect of DMI in what follows.

To drive the magnetic texture, one can use the spin-
transfer torques [17, 20, 30–33]. The main result of this
paper is the following expression for the spin-transfer
torque acting on the magnetization m and the staggered
field n, including additional terms that account for the
spin-splitter effect:

τn = −(u · ∂)n+ β′n× [u′ · ∂]n, (3)

τm = βn× (u · ∂)n− [u′ · ∂]n, (4)

where u = − gµBP
2eMs

j is the charge drift velocity describing
the adiabatic spin-transfer torque in terms of some effec-
tive polarization P , the g-factor g, and the Bohr magne-
ton µB , [21], β describes the non-adiabatic contribution
to the spin-transfer torque, and j is the charge current

density. The terms including u′ = − gµBP ′

2eMs
(σ̂z ·j) describe

the adiabatic and non-adiabatic torques arising in an al-
termagnet due to the spin-splitting effect [9] where σ̂z is
the Pauli matrix reflecting the symmetry of spin current
response in altermagnet, P ′ describes the magnitude of
the spin-splitting effect, and β′ describes the nonadia-
batic correction. The form of torques in Eqs. (3) and (4)
is established using the method in Ref. [34] applied to
a system without spin-orbit interactions. In particular,
the first terms in Eqs. (3) and (4) are obtained by assum-
ing a full rotational symmetry under separate rotations
of the spin space and the coordinate space, and the sub-
lattice symmetry of ordinary antiferromagnet. The last
terms are obtained by taking into account the symmetry
group of a typical altermagnet with d-wave symmetry,
e.g., analogous to RuO2.
From the Euler-Lagrange equation, we can find the

equation of motion for the slow variable m, where, to
leading order, we obtain

m =
1

γHex

[
ṅ+ Λn× (∂2

xn− ∂2
yn)

]
× n, (5)

where we define Λ = γB/Ms. Using Eq. (5), we obtain
the Lagrangian containing only the staggered field:

L =
ϵ0
c2

∫ [
ṅ2 − c2(∂αn)

2 + ω2
0n

2
z

+A · ṅ+Awz(u
′ · ∂)n

]
d2r,

(6)

with the altermagnetic interaction described by

A = Λn× (∂2
xn− ∂2

yn), (7)

where ϵ0 = Msdc
2/γ2Hex, c = γ

√
HexA/Ms, ω0 =

γ
√
HexHan, and the time derivative should be replaced

by the substitution ṅ → ṅ + (u · ∂)n to account for
the adiabatic spin-transfer torque in Eq. (3). The adia-
batic spin-splitting torque is included in the Lagrangian
(6) by adding a term containing the vector potential
of the Wess-Zumino action Awz [35–38], such that
∇n × Awz = 2γHexn. The non-adiabatic torques in
Eqs. (3) and (4) can be included via the Rayleigh func-
tion:

R =
ϵ0γHex

c2
[
αṅ2 + 2βṅ · (u · ∂)n+ 2β′ṁ · (u′ · ∂)n

]
,

(8)
where α is the Gilbert damping parameter. In Eq. (6),
we switch to dimensionless variables arriving at

L0 =

∫ [
ṅ2 − (∂αn)

2 + n2
z +A · ṅ+Awz(u

′
0 · ∂)n

]
d2r,

(9)
where ṅ → ṅ+(u/c·∂)n, the unit of speed is c, the unit of
time is 1/ω0, the unit of length is c/ω0, ∇n ×Awz = 2n,
and we define the dimensionless u′

0 = (γHex/ω0)u
′/c,

u0 = (γHex/ω0)u/c, and introduce a convenient notation
α0 = (γHex/ω0)α arriving at dimensionless expression
for the Rayleigh function:

R0 = α0ṅ
2 + 2βṅ · (u0 · ∂)n+ 2β′ṁ · (u′

0 · ∂)n . (10)

The altermagnetic interaction is described by dimension-
less Λ0 = Λω0/c.

To perform micromagnetics of a thin layer of alter-
magnet, we use mumax3 code [39] implementing two
AFM coupled ferromagnetic layers (see Fig. 1), with
anisotropic intralayer exchange interaction described by
exchange stiffness parameters Aex

x and Aex
y [40]. For

micromagnetics, we use parameters corresponding to
Ref. [16]: the lattice spacing a0 = 0.448nm, the in-
tralayer exchange A = Aex

x + Aex
y = 2.7 × 10−12J/m,

the AFM coupling between layers a20HexMs/2 = 4Aex
z =

3.2 × 10−11J/m, and the altermagnetic interaction cor-
responding to anisotropy in the exchange B = 2(Aex

x −
Aex

y ) = 1.1 × 10−12J/m, where the exchange anisotropy
has opposite sign in the second layer, see also Eq. (1).

Domain wall dynamics. – It has been found that al-
termagnetic interaction can affect the Walker breakdown
and oscillatory dynamics of magnetic domain walls in al-
termagnets [16]. Here, we explore how the domain wall
dynamics is affected by the spin-splitter torque in a mag-
netic wire. We describe the staggered field in spherical
coordinates, i.e., n = (sin θ cosϕ, cos θ sinϕ, cos θ). We
use the collective coordinate approach with the following
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FIG. 2. Current-induced dynamics of a domain wall. (a)
The domain wall velocity as a function of the charge drift ve-
locity u, with the adiabatic spin-transfer torque turned off.
(b) The same, but in the presence of the adiabatic spin-
transfer torque. (c) The angular precession speed Ω and the
domain wall width ∆ as functions of the charge drift veloc-
ity, with u = 2u′. (d) The domain wall velocity for differ-
ent directions of the charge current with respect to crystal-
lographic axes described by Θ, with u = 0.0013c. Parame-
ters used: β = 0.01, Han = 2.9T, Ms = 10 kA/m, c =
35 km/s, β′ = β, α = β, except in (b).

ansatz that describes the domain wall profile [16, 41]:

cos θ(x′, t) = −p tanh
x′ −X(t)

∆(t)
, (11)

ϕ(x′, t) = Φ(t) + b(t)
x′ −X(t)

∆(t)
, (12)

where p = ±1 is the topological charge, X(t) and Φ(t) are
the collective variables describing the position and the tilt
along the wire direction defined by x̂′, and the collective
variables b(t) and ∆(t) are in general time-dependent but
can be treated as slow collective variables. After writing
the equations of motion for collective variables, we are
able to find the slow variables b and ∆. In particular, the
domain wall width is given by the expression ∆ = ∆0[1−
(v−u)2/c2]/

√
1− (v − u)2/c2 − Ω2/ω2

0 where ∆0 = c/ω0

is the equilibrium domain wall width. With substituted
b and ∆, we obtain the Lagrangian expressed in terms of
X(t) and Φ(t):

L = −4

√
1− (Ẋ − u0)2 − Φ̇2 + 2Φũ′

0, (13)

where ũ′
0 = (u′

0 · u0)/u0 and we assume that the charge
current is along the direction of the wire, i.e., u =
u(cosΘ, sinΘ). After including the Rayleigh function,
we solve the Euler-Lagrange equations for a steady sta-
tionary state for which X(t) = vt and Φ(t) = Ωt, and
obtain the following expressions for the domain wall ve-

FIG. 3. Out-of-plane magnetization of: (a) Stationary
skyrmion, and (b) and (c) moving skyrmions at u = u′ = 5.2
m/s and u = u′ = 8 m/s, respectively. The charge current
is applied in the y-direction. Parameters used: α = 0.01,
β = 0.01, Han = 0.22 T, Ms = 1.3 × 102 kA/m, D = 0.55
mJ/m2.

locity and the angular speed of precession:

v =
ũ′2 + (β2 − α2)u2 + α2c2

2α(β − α)u
(14)

−

√(
ũ′2 + (β − α)2u2 + α2c2

2α(β − α)u

)2

− c2,

Ω

ω0
=
1

2
− ũ′2 + α2c2

2(β − α)2u2
(15)

+

√(
ũ′2 + (β − α)2u2 + α2c2

2(β − α)2u2

)2

− c2α2

(β − α)2u2
,

where ũ′ = (u′·u)/u = (cosΘ2−sinΘ2)u. Note that both
expressions have a well-defined limit for β → α, as in this
limit we obtain v → u. To obtain the above results, we
dropped the terms containing the product Λ0β

′ associ-
ated with the nonadiabatic spin-splitter torque as their
contribution is small as long as Λ0β

′ ≪ 1. We observe
good agreement of the above result with micromagnetics
for the domain wall velocities v < c.
In Fig. 2, we plot the results of Eqs. (14) and (15)

along with the results of the micromagnetic simulations.
To clearly identify the effect of domain wall preces-
sion induced by the adiabatic spin-splitter torque, in
Fig. 2(a) we switch off the adiabatic spin-transfer torque
in Eq. (3). We observe a typical behavior identified before
in Ref. [28] for magnetoelectric antiferromagnets where
the precession hinders the domain wall motion leading
to the appearance of maximally attainable velocity. In
Fig. 2(b), we include the adiabatic spin-transfer torque
and observe that it can suppress the precession of the
domain wall in the limit when β → α. This is consis-
tent with the fact that when α = β we obtain v = u.
However, when α ̸= β the effect of precession will result
in a non-linear response to the applied current, as can
be seen in Fig. 2(b). For further insight, in Fig. 2(c) we
plot the angular frequency of domain wall precession and
the domain wall width as a function of u. For domain
wall precession, we observe saturation to the maximally
attainable angular frequency ω0 while the domain wall
width increases which is in contrast to the Lorentz con-
traction of domain walls in antiferromagnets.
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FIG. 4. Components of the skyrmion velocity, vx and vy,
calculated from micromagnetics and from Eqs. (21) and (22)
for different directions of the charge current with respect to
crystallographic axes described by Θ. Parameters used: α =
0.01, β = 0.01 (in (a), (c), and (d)), Han = 0.22 T, Ms =
1.3× 102 kA/m, D = 0.55 mJ/m2. The current is applied in
the x-direction (Θ = 0) in (b)-(d).

Finally, in Fig. 2(d) we study the anisotropy of domain
wall speed for different current directions with respect
to the crystallographic axes of altermagnet described by
Θ. For the direction aligned with the large spin-splitter
effect for which |ũ′| = u, we observe the slowest speed of
domain wall, which can be explained by the domain wall
precession induced by the spin-splitter torque.

Skyrmion dynamics. – To stabilize skyrmion, here we
assume the presence of interfacial DMI interaction in
Eq. (1),

Hdmi = d×
∫

D[nz∂ · n− (n · ∂)nz]d
2r, (16)

where D describes the strength of DMI interaction. In
dimensionless units, the DMI strength is described by
dimensionless D0 = Dc/A0ω0. We assume a traveling
wave solution of a form n(r − vt). After substituting a
traveling wave form in Eq. (9), we can find the shape of
skyrmion by extremizing a time-independent Lagrangian
numerically. For speeds that are much smaller than c,
we recover solutions that are close to the 360◦ domain
wall ansatz [42–44], while at large speeds we recover the
”relativistic“ deformation of skyrmion [45, 46]. This de-
formation can be seen in Fig. 3 where we plot the net
magnetization distribution. The net magnetization dis-
tribution of a moving skyrmion is distinct from that of a
static skyrmion, where in the latter case the net magneti-
zation arises exclusively due to altermagnetic interaction.

We further parametrize the skyrmion position in terms
of the generalized coordinate X(t) and use the Thiele
equation to describe the skyrmion dynamics analytically.

The Lagrangian (6) leads to the equation for X(t):

M̂Ẍ+ ĜẊ+ α0D̂Ẋ+ B̂(Ẋ− u/c) = F, (17)

where M̂ is the skyrmion mass tensor, Ĝ is the antisym-
metric gyrotensor, Dij =

∫
∂in · ∂jnd2r is the dissipative

tensor, and Bij =
∫
[∂i(A ·∂jn)−∂j(A ·∂in)]d2r. In con-

trast to the result in Ref. [40], we obtain a different ex-
pression for Bij tensor and a different form of Eq. (17) [cf.
Eq. (10) in Ref. [40]]. For a compensated antiferromagnet
the gyrotensor vanishes as the total topological charge of
skyrmion is zero; however, the weak ferromagnetism can
result in some nonvanishing gyrotensor. Here, we con-
sider a compensated antiferromagnet, and disregard the
effect of nonadiabatic spin-splitter torque in Eq. (8) as
its effect is small. For the force, we obtain the following
expression:

F = 4πẑ × u′
0 − βD̂ · u0, (18)

where due to the presence of the spin-splitter effect the
direction of the force is not aligned with the current direc-
tion, and we expect the skyrmion Hall effect induced by
the spin-splitter torque. For components of the velocity
we obtain the expressions:

vx =
(b2 + bη − αβ|D̂|)ux − bu+

y (α+ β) + αηu−
y

b2 + |D̂|α2
, (19)

vy =
(b2 − bη − αβ|D̂|)uy + bu+

x (α+ β) + αηu−
x

b2 + |D̂|α2
, (20)

where |D̂| = det D̂, u± = D̂±u, D̂± =
((Dxx,±Dxy), (±Dxy,Dyy)), η = 4πP ′/P , and b =
Bxy/(γHex/ω0). We expect the effect of altermagnetic
interaction described by b to be small in general, and
vanish exactly for rotationally symmetric skyrmion. We
also confirmed this by micromagnetic simulations. By
setting b = 0, we obtain the simplified expressions:

vx =
−uxβ|D̂|+ u−

y η

|D̂|α
, (21)

vy =
−uyβ|D̂|+ u−

x η

|D̂|α
. (22)

In Fig. 4, we plot the results of Eqs. (21) and (22)
along with the results of the micromagnetic simulations.
In Fig. 4(a), we plot the components of velocity for dif-
ferent current directions and observe the skyrmion Hall
effect with the expected d-wave symmetry. In Fig. 4(b),
we study how the nonadiabatic parameter β affects the
skyrmion velocity. Here, we observe that only the lon-
gitudinal motion is affected substantially. On the other
hand, the spin-splitter adiabatic torque can substantially
affect the transverse component of the velocity due to
the Magnus force, as can be see in Fig. 4(c). As shown
in Fig. 4(d), the spin-splitter adiabatic torque can lead
to very fast skyrmion motion, which is typically not pos-
sible in antiferromagnets with the spin-transfer torque
alone when α is comparable to β.
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Conclusions. – We have identified the adiabatic and
nonadiabatic spin-splitter torques in textured d-wave al-
termagnets. By using the Lagrangian formalism, we have
incorporated these torques into the description of mag-
netic textures in altermagnets. We have found that the
spin-splitter torque can substantially modify the behav-
ior of magnetic domain walls by slowing down the domain
wall motion through the effect of domain wall preces-
sion. In the case of magnetic skyrmions, the spin-splitter
torque induces an anisotropic skyrmion Hall effect, which
is absent in antiferromagnets. Surprisingly, much faster

current-induced motion of skyrmions is possible in the
presence of the spin-splitter torque. Similar physics arises
for conventional skyrmions and can be explained by the
effect of the Magnus force, combined with low Gilbert
damping [47, 48]. We have also found that the dynamics
of the magnetic textures exhibit characteristic anisotropy
reflecting the d-wave symmetry. Overall, our findings can
serve as a hallmark of altermagnetism in textured mag-
nets and pave the way for spintronics applications.
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